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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 
Responsive to Request for Continued Examination (RCE) received June 28, 2006. Claims 1-5, 
14-18, and 29-33 have been amended. Claims 1-5, 14-18, and 29-33 remain pending further 
examination. Claims 34-37 are new. Claims 1-5, 14-18, and 29-37 are now pending further 
examination. 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-5, 14-18, and 29-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fields et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,704,797) in view of Sato (U.S. Patent No. 6,914,691). 

4. As per claim 1; Fields et al teach an electronic messaging system for filtering electronic 
messages, comprising 

a message server operable to receive and transmit electronic messages including 
electronic mail messages (column 3, line 65) , the message server comprising an access 
restriction filter (column 2, lines 40-58, column 6, Knes 52-54); 

wherein the access restriction filter is configured to detect an access restriction notice in 
the respective ones of the electronic messages, and, the access restriction filter being 
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additionally configured to respond to the detection of the access restriction notice in 
accordance with a prescribed transmission policy for handling electronic messages containing 
the detected access restriction notice (column 2, line 35 — column 3, line 15). 

Fields et al fail to teach the access restriction filter comprising a character recognizer 
configured to translate characters in image components of respective ones of electronic 
messages into computer-readable character representations and comparing the one or more 
translated computer readable character representations respectively produced by the character 
recognizer to respective representations of one or more access restriction notices stored-in 
memory. However, Sato teach a detection process for detecting copyright restriction characters 
on images and executes pattern matching with characters stored in memory to impose stored 
restriction policies, such as prevent copying of the image (column 8, lines 9-34). It would have 
been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Fields et al and 
Sato because doing so would create a way to detect copyright symbols on protected images and 
determine what restriction needs to be imposed on distribution of the protected image. 

5. As per claim 2, Fields et al teach wherein the access restriction filter is configured to 
detect in respective ones of the electronic messages an access restriction notice indicating 
ownership of at least a portion of the respective ones of the electronic message (column 2, lines 
35-60). 

6. As per claim 3, Fields et al teach wherein the access restriction filter is configured to 
detect a copyright notice in respective ones of the electronic message (column 1, lines 35-41, 
column 6, lines 50-54). 

7. As per claim 4, Fields et ai teach wherein the access restriction filter is configured to 
detect the copyright notice by comparing one or more characters in the respective ones of 



Application/Control Number: 09/668,039 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2152 

electronic messages to respective characters of one or more copyright notices stored in memory 
(column 2, line 35 — column 3, line 15). 

8. As per claim 5, Fields et al teach wherein the access restriction filter is configured to 
detect the copyright notice by comparing characters in header component of the respective ones 
of electronic messages with respective characters of the one or more stored copyright notices 
(column 4, lines 44-67). 

9. As per claim 30, Fields et al fail to exphcitly teach wherein the access restriction filter is 
configured to detect at least one of the following access restriction notices in the electronic 
messages: a "confidential" notice, an "internal use only" notice, an "attorney-cHent privileged" 
notice, and an "attorney work product" notice. However, Sato teaches a method to detect 
character strings, which indicate, " Production copy unauthorized" or " This image is 
production so cannot be copied" . The detecting process extracts the character string data and 
recognizes the concerned data string using a character recognizing means (column 8, lines 23- 
35). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Fields et al and Sato because doing so would create a way to detect copyright symbols on 
protected images and determine what restriction needs to be imposed on distribution of the 
protected image. 

10. As per claim 33, Fields et al teach wherein at least one of the electronic message 
comprises a primary message and at least one attachment, and the access restriction filter is 
configured to compare characters in the primary message and characters in the at least one 
attachment to respective characters of the one or more stored access restriction notices (column 
4, lines 34-39). 
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11. As per claim 34 and 36, Fields et al fails to teach wherein the access restriction filter is 
configured to trigger display of a report to a user in response to the detection of the access 
restriction notice. However, Sato teaches that the user or host computer is given a warning 
display to notify the user that the image specified is protected (column 9, lines 12-22, column 10, 
lines 1-10). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
teachings of Fields et al and Sato because doing so would create a way to detect copyright 
symbols on protected images and determine what restriction needs to be imposed on distribution 
of the protected image and notify the user of that restriction. 

12. As per claim 35 and 37, Fields et al fail to teach wherein the access restriction filter is 
configured to trigger display of a report to a user a message reporting that a corresponding one 
of the electronic messages cannot be transmitted because of the detection of the access 
restriction. However, Sato teaches that the user or host computer is given a warning display to 
notify the user that the image specified is protected (column 9, lines 12-22, column 10. lines 1- 
10). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Fields et al and Sato because doing so would create a way to detect copyright symbols on 
protected images and determine what restriction needs to be imposed on distribution of the 
protected image and notify the user of that restriction. 

13. As per claims 14-18, 29, 31, and 32, these claims contain similar limitations as claims 1- 
5 and 30 above, therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to appUcant's 
disclosure are cited in the Notice of Reference Cited form (PTO-892). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Ramsey Refai whose telephone number is (571) 272-3975. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner' s 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on (571) 272-3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 



automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Ramsey Refai 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2152 
August 16, 2006 





